The CAS E of the Elettion of the Barons for the Port of Rye in the preſent Parliament, as it ap- 
peared at a Hearing before the Committee of Priviledges and Eletons on the 19th of May1690. 


The Petitioners were 


ela nay againlt .-- View 9 or and d Sitting Members 


HE Port of Rye wasagreed to have in it two ſorts of Freemen, one are thoſe in whom the Truſt is veſted of eleting the Mayor, 
the Baroris to the Parliament, and the Diſpoſition of the Lands, and other Eitate of the Town and Matters relative to the Go- 
vernment thereof. k | HY | 

The other ſort are ſuch as uſe Trades, Traffick, Commerce, or keep Shops in the Town, which are made by Apprentiſhips, or 
by the Mayor's Admittance. | | | 

1. Thefirſt fort of Freemen were allowed to be made three ways, one by the common Suffrage of the more part of the Freemen preſent at 

an Aſſembly. | | SE ED 

2. Another by the Nomination of the Mayor, who by fuch Nomination may make oneFreeman in his Year. Ot 

3. A third by being the eldeſt Son of a Freeman, who died poſſeſſed of the Freedom ; And ſuch eldeſt Son may claim his Freedom, when 
he arrivesat compleat Age for it, and it is to be allowed. 

The Style of the Corporation of the Port of Rye, is the Mayor, Furats and Freemev. 

The Jurats are choſen by the Mayor, out of the moſt ſufficient of theFreemen, and are not to exceed Twelve, but may be of a leſſer number, 
not under Four. ; ; ; 

In this Election, the Petitioners had each of them upon the Poll Eighteen Voices, which were all the fame Perſons for both, except one, 
namely John Smith, who voted for Mr. Frewen, and not for Mr. Banks and Lewis Gillart for Mr. Banks, and not for Mr. Frewen. 

The ſitting Members had one of them (viz.) Sir John Auſtin Nineteen Voices, and Sir John Dorrel Seventeen Voices. 

The Petitioner excepted againſt Twelve of the Voices, which poll for the ſitting Members (viz.) 7 homas Tutty, Samuel Jeak, Thomas Grebell, 
Richard Reader, Joſeph Breads, Thomaz Sharp, Thomas Gowen, Eliſha Burrouch, William Waylet, Henry Goldſmyth, Joſeph Martin, and John 
Bread : Whereby the Voices of Sir John Auſtin were reduced to Seven, and thoſe for Sir John Dorre/ to Five. 

The Cauſes of their Exceptions to them were as followeth : To Tutty and Feak, becauſe they were diſplaced from the Truſt and Freedom they 
had in the Town in the Year 1662. by Order and Sentence of the Commiſſioners,appointed by the Act for the well governing and regulating 
Corporations, for refuſing to take the Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy, by that At required ; whereby the Places of ſuch as refuſed, are 
declared to be void, as if they were naturally dead--- And they excepted to Thomas GrebeP, becauſe he pretended to be a Freeman by his Father's 
Copy, whoſe Father was diſplaced by the like Order, and for the fame Reaſon, as 7utty and Feak three years before he was born ; they excepted 
alſo to the other Nine, for being nominated to beFreemen by one Zourney when he was Mayor, without the aſſent and concurrence of the more 
part of the other Freemen preſent at an Aſſembly according to the Cuſtom of Elections in that Port, as aforeſaid. 

The ſitting Members, by their Council, excepred againſt Seven of the Voices of the Petitioners ; namely, Captain Fall, Fohn Collins, William 
Williams, Anthony Knight, Fohn Brook, John Arnold and Samuel Shetton, which they alledged to be made in the Mayoralty of one Mr. Crouch, 
who was by a Verdict in the King's Bench evicted from his Office ; and the Peritioners themſelves did nor much infiſt on two of their Voices 

J andrew trgers ohe of Tourneys Freemen, and 7homas Goram, asniot reſident in tha Town (though he lived in the Pariſh of Rye---) And 
by rhis Reduction, the'Petitioners Voices were brouglit to be but Nine. | 
_ The Caſe of Mr. Cronch his_Mayoralty avd Evidtion . whereupon the Exception is grounded, is thus : 


He ſtood in competition with 7ourney,at an Eletion for the Mayorilty in the Year 168s. and had ine legal Voires; 7ourney had Eleven, 
but fx of his Voices were Perſonsdiſplaced,by Order of the aforefaid Comiſſioners in the Year 1662. for refuſing to take the Oaths; and had not 
atted, from the Time of their Expulſion until that Year--This Matter was heard before the then King and Council; and Crouch his Election 
was, upon the Hearing, declared to be good, and ſo pronounced by the Lord Chancellor then preſent ; and Tourney was ſet aſide, with li- 
berty to take his Remedy at Law, if he thought himſelf agrieved. 

Tourney brought his Ation accordingly, and obtained a Verdi& at a Trial at the XKing's-Bench-Bar, to be reſtored to the Office of Mayor. 
And Crouch his Eleftion was declared void ; but when this Matter was lately heard in tix Houſe, the Petitioners fully proved, That Crouch 
his Witneſſes were not heard at that Trial, and their Counſel aſſerted : That Freemen made, whilſt he was Mayor de fafo, were good Freemen, 
being eleied by Conſent of the greateſt part of the. Freemen preſent at an Aſſembly, according to the uſage in ſuch Elefions, which was alſo fully 
proved—But the Counſel of the ſitting Members endeavoured to ſhew,That becauſe he had been duted of his Office by a Verdi at Law; no 
AQ of his Mayoralty ought to be allowed for Good. I 

In the Year 1682. the ſame Tourney conteſted with one Mr. Joſeph Radferd for the Office of Mayor, at which Ele&ion 7ourney had 
Twenty eight Voices, whereof Thirteen were Freemen made by himkl, pledge to be illegal; and Four were of thoſe, which had been diſ- 
\ Placedin the Year 1662. by the aforeſaid Commiſſioners, for refuſing th Oaths : Radford had Twenty one Voices, whereof Twelve had 

been made by Conſent of the Freemen in Crouch's Mayoralty, and the reſt old and uncontroverted Freemen : And at this Elechon, Radford 
was acknowledged to be Mayor bythe Generality of the Town;but 7ourxeykept the Mace,and theother Enſigns of the Office,and with others of 
his Party, Riotoufly diſturbed Radford in the Execution of it : Whereupon an Information was exhibited againſt Tournay, and his Complices 
for a Riot, and he was found guilty thereof, upon full Evidence, at a Trial at the # ing's-Bench-Bar; and Radford was confirmed in his Mayo- 
ralty, aud the Thirteen Freemes made by Tournay, declared to be woid ; and thoſe diſplaced by the Commiſſioners, declared incapable to give their 
Yotces at Eleitions, and Radford continued Mayor till a new EleQion of another Mayor undiſturbed, and Seven Freemen were in his time 
made by Conſent of the Majority of the Aſſembly, according to the Cuſtom. 

Note, That after this Verdict,none of Tournay's Freemen ever ated asFreemen till the Year 1688. when by Turnay's Inſtigation,they brought a 
Writ of Mandamus to be reſtored, which was when one yr arr was Mayor, in that Year Spaine would make no return of his Writ, but 
| admitted them to be Freemen, without the Conſent of the Aſſembly, by his own Authority ; and by this Admittance, the fitting Members 
- would have a Right to bring in thoſe Perſonsto vote for them in this Eletion: But in regard that Three of thoſe that poll'd for the ſitting 

Members, were incapacitated by Order of the Commiſſioners in the Year 1662. Tho' Tourney's Nine Freemen ſhould be admitted (which 
ought not to be) Sir Johx Auſtin would have but Sixteen Voices, and Sir John Dorre/! but Fourteen-—And if Crouch his Seven Men be allowed 

(as of Right they ought to be) with the Addition of one of 7ourney's Men, if they be allowed, which voted for the Petitioners , they will have 
Seventeen Voices, which is ſuperior to Sir Fohn Auſtin by One Voice, and to Sir John Dorrel by Three Voices. 
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